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Average Exposure per Plant (Person-REM)
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Alert and Notification System Reliability
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Note 1: The Indian Point 2 steam generator tube rupture event was removed from FY2000
industry trend data for the purpose of determining the short term prediction limit. The
event was removed because it was an occurrence at a single unit that overly
influenced the statistical analysis of the industry wide data. Removing this event
resulted in a lower prediction limit.




